REMARKS 



Responsive to paragraphs 1 and 2 of the office action, a substitute drawing sheet 
with Fig. 5 designated as "prior art" is submitted herewith. 

The abstract has been amended responsive to the examiner's objection in 
paragraph three of the office action. 

Responsive to the examiner's objection in claims 5 and 6, it should be noted that 
"said rigid insulation sleeve" as used in claim 6, finds antecedent basis in line 2 of claim 
5. In claim 6, line 3, "relief as is" has been corrected to read "relief and is," as 
suggested by the examiner. 

The rejection of claims 1-5 and 7-1 1 for anticipation by Chuuma et al, as set forth 
in paragraph 6 of the office action, is specifically traversed in light of the present 
amendments to claim 1 . Note, in particular, that the new language of claims 1 and 5 
defining the polymer covering, the conductor bar and the rigid insulation sleeve as 
integrally formed by molding finds corresponding description at page 10, lines 9 and 10 
of the specification. The new limitation defining the polymer covering as a " silicone 
polymer covering" finds corresponding description at page 10, line 8 of the specification. 
It is believed that the terminology "shield plates" appropriately describes the structures 
3A shown in applicants' drawings as evidenced by the Amerphol et al U.S. patent 
documents of record. 

Such an integral molded structure serves to achieve the objective of 
simplification of structure, an objective as stated as page 5, line 17-22, avoids gaps 
within the jacket tube, thereby obtaining a high electric insulation value and decrease in 
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the number of components. Also, see page 7, lines 18-24 of applicants' specification. 

Further, at page 15, lines 7-14, applicants teach: 

"As understood from the above description, according 
to the polymer jacket tube of the present invention, since a 
polymer covering is provided integrally with the outer 
periphery of a rigid insulation sleeve, the polymer jacket tube 
is lighter in weight and is less liable to damage than the 
prior-art porcelain jacket tube, and the handling of the 
polymer jacket tube can be more facilitated to sharply 
enhance a working property." 

In contradistinction, in the terminal structure disclosed by Chuuma, as shown in 
Fig. 1, the epoxy bushing insulator body 7 is separated from mold insulation bushing 
insulator 10, with a gap extending there-between, along approximately the upper two- 
thirds of these structures. Further, as taught in paragraph [0012] and [0013] of 
Chuuma, the mold insulation bushing insulator 10 is attached around the periphery of 
body section 4 while the epoxy bushing insulator body 7 is attached around the rod 8. 
Because the Chuuma et al terminal is an assembly of separate parts including the 
epoxy bushing insulator body 7 and the mold insulating bushing insulator 10, the 
structure requires a fixing bracket 9 with nuts and bolts (paragraph 001 1, 4*^ line) for 
fixing the rod 8 and upper covering 1 1 to provide an assembled structure. 

Further, the "polymer covering" 3 is now defined as silicone, preferred for its 
pollution withstand voltage enhanced by its superior water repellency as taught at page 
15, lines 16-19. Also, see page 10, lines 5-8. Chuuma suggests only EP rubber for 
insulator 10 (paragraph 0012 of the translation). 

The rejection of claims 6 and 12 for obviousness over Chuuma et al in view of 
Atsuhiro is likewise traversed. As noted above, Chuuma et al discloses no structure 
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analogous to an integral molding consisting of the insulation sleeve and polymer 
covering in the present invention. Likewise, Atsuhiro neither discloses nor suggests an 
integral structure consisting of the insulation sleeve and polymer covering as in the 
present invention. Accordingly, even if these references were properly combinable, the 
combined structure would not be the integral molded structure as defined by claim 5, 
from which claims 6 and 12 depend. 

Further, claim 5, on which claims 6 and 12 depend, defines a structure wherein 
the silicone polymer covering is located above the flange metal fitting whereas reception 
port is located below the flange metal fitting, a structure which applicants regard as 
improving resistance against salt damage. On the contrary, Atsuhiro discloses structure 
wherein the reception port for the cable terminal is located above the embedded metal 
fitting. 

In conclusion, it is respectfully requested that the examiner reconsider the 
rejections of record in light of the present amendments and the foregoing remarks. 
Respectfully submitted, 
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